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appealed to Sanatanist leaders, who Istood for eternal truth, to build separate
temples near their own ones. He thanked the Government, for taking the trouble of
ascertaining public opinion on the Bill. The mover explained that he knew the
limitations of his motion as it would never come up before this Assembly for fur-
ther discussion. But he wanted to have the expression of views of the House on
the measure. The speaker deplored that prominent Congress leaders who called o_n
him so often promising him their support to the Bill had now gone back on their
words as they dare not face the public opinion leat they should fail to secure votes
in the coming election. He mentioned Mr. Rajagopalachariar's name, who in a
signed statement in the 'Hiadu' said that the Congress candidates should go to the
electorates on some well-defined political issues and leave aside the questions of
temple-entry and untouchability. these being religious matters.

Mr. Ranga Iyer accused Mr. Rajagopalachariar of not saying what he once
said and remarked : 'Here is the man who has gone back like a crab'. He felt if a
part of the community, a part forming one third of the whole were allowed to
remain in exclusion in the name of religion that community had no right to
exist. Proceeding, Mr. Eanga Iyer said that Mr. Rajagopalchariar, by his press state-
ment, had driven the last nail to the coffin of the Temple Entry Bill, while the same
Mr. Rajagopalachariar and other Congressmen went during the Delhi session from
door to door begging for the support of Assembly members. 'Either they were
cowards or they had no conviction in the Bill. They had thus betrayed Mahatma
Gandhi'.

"Mr. M. C. Rajah, even though economically lifted, could not enter the temples
of South India or enter Raja Bahadur Krishnamachan's residence. So the Harijans
needed religious uplift. The tragedy of the situation was that non-Brahmins in
South India were doing worse than Brahmins regarding the treatment of the de-
pressed classes.

"In the name of non-violence and religion Congressmen have side-tracked the vital
issue. Congressmen are cowards and slaves. During the civil disobedience days
they put in the forefront women to the shame of India's manhood which was the
most unmanly thing to do. Congressmen should remember that the Hindu religion
is not a humbug lise Congress politics and God is greater than the Mahatma, and
these religious questions are bigger than Congress planks".

The Raja, ofKollengode opposed the bill as it had not the support of the country
at large.

Sir Mahommed Yakub whole-heartedly sympathised with the measure and
asserted if the untouchables were not given equal status in Hindu society,
they would welcome them to embrace Islam where they would find themselves in
universal fraternity,

The debate took a lively turn when Mr. Qunjal rose to speak in Marathi.
He went on twitting Mr. Ranga Iyer on his acting in a reformer's 'role' and enqui-
red what Mr. Ranga Iyer had done for the cause he had now taken up,

Mr. Ranga Iyer, who did not follow Mr. Gunjal's language, explained that his
grandfather built a temple in Chittoor.

Sir Cowasjee Jekangir interpreted Mr. Gunjal and told Mr. Ranga Iyer that Mr.
Gunjal wanted to know if he had ever given a torn shirt to the untouchables.

Mr, Eanga Iyer: When I joined the non-co-operation movement a decade
ago I gave all my foreign suits to the untouchables (Laughter).

Mr. Qunjal proceeded to attack Mr. Rauga Iyer, when the latter interrupted
and implored the Chair to give him a chance to reply to Mr. Gunjal's charges.

Mr. Eanga Iyer said : I understand he is indulging in expressions which is
unparliamentary, Would you, Sir, temporarily vacate the chair in favour of one
who understands Mr. Gunjal's language ?" (Laughter).

Sir Shanmukham Chetty : I expect the leaders of the parties will drawn the
attention of the Chair to such expressions, (Loud Laughter).

Sir Henry Graik said that he intervened early in the debate in order to prove
that the Government were not hesitating or uncertain in their attitude. He con-
tradicted Mr.'Ranga Iyer's statement that last time the Bill was kept out because of
a conspiracy between the Government and the leader of the Nationalist Party.

Mr. Ranga Iyer, intervening, apologised to Sir Henry Craik and Sir ^Harismgh
Gour for his statement to the Press on the subject.

Sir Henry Craik said that in agreeing to the circulation of the Bill the Govern-
ment had kept an open mind, Now the opinions.received showed that an overwhelm-
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